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plausible, and ingenious." After much wrang.
ling, the counsel agreed on a special verdict, and
took the case up on a writ of error to the Supreme
Court. Mason and Smith were unable or unwill-
ing to go to Washington, and the case was in-
trusted to Mr. Webster, who secured the assistance
of Mr. Joseph Hopkinson of Philadelphia. The
case for the State, hitherto ably managed, was now
confided to Mr. John Holmes of Maine, and Mr.
Wirt, the Attorney-General, who handled it very
badly. Holmes, an active, fluent Democratic pol-
itician, made a noisy, rhetorical, political speech,
which pleased his opponents and disgusted his
clients and their friends. Mr. Wirt, loaded with
business cares of every sort, came into court quite
unprepared, and endeavored to make up for his
deficiencies by declamation. On the other side the
case was managed with consummate skill. Hop-
kinson was a sound lawyer, and, being thoroughly
prepared, made a good legal argument. The bur-
den of the conflict was, however, borne by Mr.
Webster, who was more interested personally
than professionally, and who, having raised money
in Boston to defray the expenses of the suit, came
into the arena at Washington armed to the teeth,
and in the full lustre of his great powers.

The case was heard on March 10, 1818, and
was opened by Mr. Webster. He had studied the
arguments of his adversaries below, and the vig-
orous hostile opinion cf the Ne\y Hampshire